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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMLN1AL PHOTECTION AGENCY 

f1f:- l1IO N '/I I 

J ;.> t1 [A S T fUVPill• ' , IHL (f 

Mr . Da vid Edwards 
Facilities Manager 

;__ Litton Advanced Circuit r y 

KAN S A S C IT Y ~"1 (<, '; ( l i IR I h 4 1fl (; 

P .o. · Box 284 7 • Commercial St at ion 
· Springfield , Mis souri 6580 3 

Dear Mr. Edwards : 

We have r e viewed t he revise d c l osur e plan d a t e d .July 16 . 1982. The following 
comment s should be add r essed in a n ame nd111e nt to the J uly 16 c losure plan: 

1. Please include the name o f the haz~ rdous waste land f ill in the amendm~n~. 

2. EPA will issue a public notlce announcing that closure ls underway due 
to the Missouri Department of Natural ResouL ces Not.lee of Order and allowing 
for public review of the closure plan. 

3. The revised closure plan does not include a closure cost estimate. The 
closure cost estimate . should include all costs for closing the surface 
lmpound!llen~, such as contractor costs and certification costs. 

4. The closure plan should include more detailed information on the depth 
of soil samples .. 

5. It l.; difficult to determine from the closure plan a .t what poinr:(s) in 
the . cleanup operatlort soil samples wlll be taken. Soil samples should be 
taken at var ious depths after the s ludge ls removad to determine the depth(s) 
of excavation. Soil samples shoul d also be taken after the ex~avation is 
c Olllplete, but pr iot to place1ue nt of the cap, to v·erify that the levels ·Of soil 
contalllinants are below the establi shed levels •. 

6. The . 1'.'losure plan propose d that t he lev~ l of lead .and chromium contamina rlon 
in the soil be less than 2.5 ppm. I~ this an EP toxicity level or total level 
of contaminatlon? 

7. From ou1 review of the .EP toxiclr:y data we cannot deter.mine Lf the 
lead and chrolllium content of the s ludge · samples passed or failed the 
BP toxicity test. The two s e t!i of data from the Bruce Williams Laboratories 
apparently do not car.respond. We c-annot c oncur that the 2 .. 5 ppm level 
is sufflclent until we receive EP todc l t y data which cl.early indicates 
whether the sludge passed or failed the EP toxlc 1 ty test. 

8 . Are there any plans for vegetatlon on top of the cap? 

9. Why were sa!llple points omitted along the line 300 feet. north and 300 feet 
· east · of the lnlet? 
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10. Tbe ¢losure activities as proposed 11111 not requir.e a revised Part A 
application unless treatment or stor.age of the sludg" or. supernatant occurs 
on-site. 

If you have any ques tion.a, please contact. Karen A. Flournoy at (816) 374.-6531. 

~1 
~.. ~p.._J , ~!;-~ 

Chief, Was t e Management Branch 
Air nd Wl!~te Management Divfsion 

~c: Paul Meiburger, MDNR 
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